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a million dollars in d . 

• a J 25 if a settlement is tc be 

THE COURT: 

• realties. 

* MO Oft r» — r - 

* •** • 1 JL« . , 

••as. 

It is * ?xc -• 

v- naif c :.ill_.... . ; . c -- 

• • • • U ♦ W 4. 


of settlement the critic 

-1 rigures is a quarter cf n 


? ■."'•J5eb 


j ztl j. _..ir.k 


millicn because the clause Is for greater r-, n 

that amount, Any settle..- -r-.c of that case would be .-.-r>rr>v?d 
at the level of the Attorney General 
that tne settlement proccre win bo s::tre-:s 3 v 
even if all of the parties here are in a—a*-i« n * 

But this reaains to be scon, Id also discussed 

the other setter that you vented us to trXe ,, which «s 

to agree on those portions of the 

wo wish to use t*-•»* 

tu z “-<- 1,5 *<•-* <• -.'nit tc yn». 

THE COURT: I hr.ve not s; a then . ,r. 

; <R. ROSu.NSEilG: They wj.1 1 ’ 
to indicate the p?ges that wo both 
for your consideration. 

?•:ft. iu l r e: i\ : i ; .j > i . 
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1 » t ... .. J . t * • i i. > - » W» 


I vouVI like t..e av this ro ycu ••-.we If _*n : 

I heard the testimony r.r.d i have .ot read ti e 
depositions, obviously. hut 1 do think that from the 
test irony I heard that the defend .:vc did no c follow, did 
not observe, this amended o~der c? the Vefe-al Trade 
Commission of Ao ril 13. 19bi beevse I da •= ink that the 


•’St tr.ony cr tne n a * s-'anar *' :c~ 


’71 (, J 7 21M i* 2 


(fron the testimony; cr nl 1 even :, ctr.aens'.tior., in 
consideration for display cr nr: t--nai -.•-vices or 


facilities 


It's true that defend..u s witness thought there 


H i might have been a price allowance, but the evidence to ny 

i 

.. ji mind is completely to the contrary. 


Id | 


So that if this lias to be decided by r.e, 
and again subject to reading these depositions which I 


don't think will probably change very inch, I rather think 
that Ancorn did violate the amended order of the • r a 1 
Trade Commission. 


I have serious 




penalties. The Government :• 


a a fr.r - ,1 guest. 


. '.'•.at •..as vot! r forr.ula? 
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. .x .... . i woia.. r M :. s cor.r:ittd 

’•' “ ( a for.-,ula. J 'm not sure -- 

" ■ ’.t vjs the total amount? Do you knew the total amount 
lne ail owance from the four newspapers? 

MR. ROSENBERG: There were only three newspapers 

mentioned in the con • t u...* 

e The lines, The News *rd ry*. 


Post 


Then ira 


1 ! > 


-Or :;s derend''n " m-<»- ..u ; 


:riod of time 


n, whether you ii.uit 


- - to the 


period within the sc-* o' i „ . • ■ . . 

. — - ji ii.ji .unions • n ; c o • •-> 

*■ ** . » •• •+ * A f ( 

years prior to the filer.- of complaint at the very er.a -- 

~ CvoA1 * -ould that amount be? 

‘•ih. nOSENBEP.C: Koughly $180,010. 

TKE r0LiRT: •••ncorp did receive. 

ROSENBERG:- Froa the three newspapers named 
13 ,h< ’ CCri>1 “ int loeiin* only to the period within. 

t ]\r* r w • ^ ^ 

i!- JwiwUtO, 

*■ 1 -* a b.oauen v o 11 r ** ■ r ■* .. . * , , 

* * uC > --d include all 

o. c.io payments received • 


- ' ■ ■ * • — l - ■ a t-t e o rd a r •,»r - cci 

— v — 1 * 1 iu.i rti 

-cho Second Circuit and include other-...... ... - 

- */ • — mj ' ... . .1 

- .0 lig.;t in the course of diccovo-rv . 

ccos i derah i v i tr-e r „„,i c,. • „ _ 

- - r it is set rut in •• — -•> _d. 
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u had ‘i for 

a-:" a <r ich you 
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3 1 

thought vms a reasonable Tor 

uiu ircra t 

re ioiut view 

i 

4 1 

of the tiovernraeni. Is there 

ul ■ y uU C»*0 » 

icy on this business? 

, 1 

MR. ROSuN'BSRG: Tii 

ere is 2ini 

ted authority on , 


! 

r> 

what constitutes violation 

but we won 

id be hapoy to 
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brief it extensive y. 
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8 I 1 

THd .. han't 

brief it a- 

, 1 

::.“.siv2ly. I want 


t 

? ‘ 

to know whac re .:r.s Titles 

are. 1 c 

_ .:ot have to 

10 j 

1 

be too exter 
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Do ' ' "r. v au 


* ■ e ~ •! n i .-•» ct ? 
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' 2 £r.c t I stirt .^d 

13 

i 

checking that u "d I 1 n got 
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• through on it 

l 

1 

11 

of course. 
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•.vent to ycu 

* i • -/ n o «r j u j h c. ii * 

i 

15 

t i o n. 
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I realize that eve 

j 

rything is 

tentative. I would 

l 

» 

I 


like year Honor to reserve a 

definite c 

'■-.rutr.ent until 


18 
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you read our briefs. I do w 

i 5 h to seat 

e th.a: our position 

1) 

* t r 111 L c b^sic *i n vi \ * * / i 

i 

ii start of 

f with f r.u.r.b a r one, 

?.\ 

the it ion of ..itintion o 

f V.' ». ■. 

hich roes to the 


very heart of the cues tier, t 

hat your Ho 

-.or iust posed. 

*/ ' 

r , r . . 

lr.e seccnJ , a; rou 

rs*. will • 

e *he Question r.s 

r. 4 
•• 1 

«• , > *her or not „■■ * • •; 

r \ -n "\ * * - 

- * 2 n v i o' : • 3 p„ q t 


r • * ~ * * ’ > .. * 

• - - • 
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testimony and I tain a 


♦ • • t • 

A .. J U • • * • 


11 cC j 11 


he Waii unite c^i.uic »u»en i.o la¬ 
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looking for xor* profit. S!e was not fitting er.ouga 


out of this and lie was locking for no re profit and 
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desire to look for --e 
rr.uch doubt l' .* . t t 


profit I don't thin, there is 


this arranternenc a- 
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l do think 


::t 




The . 



. j 
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n i*** * 
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e to 
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mind open 

on 

that, 

that 
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is 

no 

quest 

ion about 

it. If 

;.e are 

S° 

ing to 

ask, 

was 

th 

2T 2 
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viola 
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filing an 

nd 

V! rtis i 
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of course 

there was. 
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tortising 

al 

1 ovancs 

i o r 

■ as 

*. 4. 

Jm V. 
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' * ^ C <" 

.n a price 

rebate ■ 

which was 

h 1 

storied! y y 

V - •. X 

-0 
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•ary good . 

r. r. d surf 

icient 

r. 

asons r 

md I 

thi 

n.; 

WO 

w i. 

al be 

able to e: 

s tsblish 

your 

■* n 

i ; - *r ! 

icr.o r 1 

' s s 

•a * i 

i* V * 

1 r* *• 

• j r* 4 r t i r- •• ^ 

— idutn * 

hat this 

V. 3 

i S . i ! • 

fui to Vi*. 
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. 3 -1 

• • r*\'- 1 ’ •* 

t * w 1 - - » 

,d to 

c..O 
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u ■> r t 7 


V.TiC * - 


\: j i«; rj;; r, v 


•o t.o mi li at ion 


T!1I ; . COURT: I'm limited as to -./Mat the testimony 


of Mr. McCollou'.i was on this. 


MR. UhL'i'Mi: I'd go in;; - 


tir.onv ror 


exam la by Mr. 


'.if., the testimony the newspapermen 


♦. U • * C 1 * • fk «C 
I..* *' ■ J V . i — o f 


Hor :> r heard 


words, I'd 


that Mr. McC-_. 


1 t ^ ’►* •% » c* 

. / v-» * l •» • . - V - -J 


taat your 


~it i on: 


no -era, in other 


■el/ ~.uch rero on ther. t..un anything 




testimony is the .. tntcr.ent of Mr. Mineo as to the difference 


m income a 


f • -» v *» .1 


.•hen these price allowances are 


advertising alia..,. teas were discontinued by the newspapers. 


20 


Ancorp, the defendant, was nuch better off from a 
financial condition and would have been if it had followed 
the same practice throughout the years and that would have 
been harmful to the newspapers, to the reading public, 
end also to advertisers. 

$ 

So that as far as we can see, we are talking 


n » •' £ - r *• 


purpose of this statute. Did 


or the ” 


:.t rr 


C \i i L C .1 a 


“ ■ „ • - r* i r> . 


i 
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16 I 
i 
i 

17 ! 

! 

13 I 


soiJ but -chat the r.owspsoe -«* the- seizes said • -.s *• he pur¬ 
pose of this, that that •.;ns f^r the benefit of a '. 1 ourf'es 
concerned. 

Again, I an conceding that I will urge far nore 
ot-iongly Iron a .epical standpoint tn.is is in mitigation 
rather than in co ate exoneration. 

TKd CM .?: I understand that. 

* •*'. oot that I'm nv.j *n the idea 


10 

ii 

ii 

ii 

i 

there could 

. ration. 

I 

want to rose- 

tv* that, of 

il 

course. I'm 

to con ce 

ss i 

-n of linoil 

-ty here. 

* 2 

i 

ii 

i 

tit z 

I hove 


very si mole 

promise that 

11 

i 

i 

i 

Mr. McCollou-h, I : 

.stifled 

he 

knew about 

the order 

14 

j 

i 

all right, but he 

7.n't pay 

much attention 

to it. I'm 

i r 


sure he didn't. 

• y have 

in 

the best of 

faith been 


anxious to increase the profit, lie said that's what he 
wanted to do really hut what he did in doing it seemed to 
me to be entirely contrary to’the Federal Trade 
Commission's order. 

MR. HALIM 7!: May 1 point one thing out. Numbe: 
o.-o, he spaced tana as thoug.nt that order applied cnly 
to magazines. 

THU COURT: There is r.o justification for 


* H < * f) ** ** ■ 


S J J TH" i ’ * * . - • U 

f O'- . i J * , »< '. .1 f ^ . M . V . L J 
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3 l| 
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cor.? riny? 
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4 i 

4 ! 

MR. ROSENbERG: 

2c*5, sir. 
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THE COURT: it 

might be a little h 

nrd to ” 

et 

6 * 

some fellows to cone in 

and put rp money to 

reor” * i 

" n 

7 

. 

Ancorp if they knew that 

! 

the money they were 

putt: - 7 

m 

1 

? i 

was going to go to na 

unities under the ? 

i C n r * : o 

■> * i ^ « 

) ' 

* 1R « •»»■)... i j.' u . . v • 

I concede that no 

:.li r■» ;? 

h a 

1 

company IojS attractive 

’ r. ■/ e s c •- a t * o n th a s 

, out 


M 

add, your Honor, that th 

— i .t Cl *«» z> • * .nv r • • .i u 

at _. • 

* 

12 

during its halcyon days 

|i 

•.as gross in.'! 150 to 

1 ’’O -« « ' 

1 t J . .. 5._ 

« A 

. n 

a year. 




n 

i 1 

THE COURT: So 

core the railroads. 


i 


>i!> p r\ c 'T r 

*' » * V • J.VjwJ - . 1 . J i \ ' J , 

it 

11 

Most of its divisions ire 

still 

H 

I 1 

profitaole . 

Jl 
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THE COURT: I 

don't know anything 

about th 

at . 

b 

I 1 

i 

I did have the feeling .ns I listened to ail 

| 

i 

that test irony 

: i 

that seme thino had happe 

>»*,-* n 1- * —t k -»» ■ 

• i U J •- « • - - .1 .. V- .1 . rf 

s that h 

appened 

• 

to the railroad. They v 

- TO A i V* J '».* /, 

wido an 



> h n~e and the rail ran 

u basinc-jS ; it t: 

ot ,.r. a 

' / 


probably vent to put too 

to a certain error.c 

• 

i 

•* 

Is that true? 





v *} ? \: pj. • 

I t ’•*.' a ‘. •• »■ •: • ■ • • 

* 



t V * ~ . T tb in!: labor 5 a 

c • C 0 

- . • 
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Y 1 r r 12 


r. rc-luct iv 


:u 1.I nr,ti : 


for exrrnole w.j don't «at ir.-.rly ns vork < ".t of our 

associates as we did ter., 15 yenrs ago. And e • re paving 

out substantially more. 

I'rc reasonably certain that that is true of cost 
businesses. I think that's one of -he reasons • *. 
having the inflict:-’ 1 .; hnv^nc* mduv 

T»' r r a ? •*•*», • , 

1 . 1 C • •• 4 , » r . -» -j * * n ^ r% * -»•- .... 


You don't have ns 


»»n : * 
i * K • :;. 


>•*£"- si.ops .3 you uscu : 


nn -van :270 . 


iii— Cjv.-.i ; a.sC: at u c m g a tece rai juut .*. i..at' 5 

the only sweat shop around here. 

MR. HALPER.N: You have no eij-ht hour Uav. 

TiIE CUiiRT: Mo , sir. 

MR. 1IALPERN: ^Neither do I. 

MR. JlCSE.'iBhRG: Your Honor, the ;ur.d boggles at 
so;:e of those suggestions but I would add that -- that 
.•1 r, I'.cCol ioug.i ’ s la st test irony v/as c i ear that he dien't 
krou v.hether the Union Mews' ... a it tot’ h.’ suffer-: .1, 
financially r.nd the defendant has y«- *• c _ *? \.\z: 


my statement to indicate that the resums - b le c • 
this proceeding las suffered at all <iur ; . : t'r.s? 

' r r " r ~ 'r- i 1 •" ,*rv ice is 1 c " 1. * r • 


' ’.nr in 


... • - % / . C «* a 
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!| T C S 2 1 V 
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i <• 1 ... * • 

• - • - .* . - f . / ». „ ; . ' * c'J ’rP.l vn • c d 
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l‘ 

c r.ri ri the ?"• 

; - ■ 1 r ~ r - c .'onr.v v/ill 


* 

•i 

i' , . 

rotrencn oack to :i 

ts forcer -ore pro fit able position. 

. 

f 

5 

1 think we should 

i 

a■ n .t tnnt picture before assur.inn that 

1 

. 

t 

c 

this cot.? any is in 

j 

position analogous to the *t.i.iroads. 

1 

1 

i 

: 

7 

THE CCV 

i 

' r.t could ' e. 1 lister.. . 

i 

8 

evidence. I don ' *■ 

• no out the ”".::ficntic”.-s ,. a . 


& ; 

£ri -- *"• 

■. 2 : i t. of tees ~r. - ; 

w i 

Then send the den-: 

. -.an; in -r.. :astro your settlcnent 

ii i 

i 

r. e potiations I _ 

| 

• . t.. t s the .kin* to dc. i- .ar.t 

! 

12 

to indicate to 

! 

..v prss.nt positions, I think -s 

! 

i 

13 

a question of pena: 

..-a. r,o I would like to see what you 


14 

| 

all have to say on 

that. 


15 

MR. IiAI.1*;: 

'' . ay i ask or? other question? 


16. 

1 called 

.Mr. ( Quinones for the record end he 


17 

j 

suytested that I sc 

nd ^ check ci ; the $100. I spoke to 


IS 

Hr. f'.o ser.be r n and " 

. Mo v a..on"t* uho! o, t that it 5 the 


u 

!■ 

policy actions of t 

u’.s sort .‘cat tr.c Crvomr.ent orders 

M ‘ 

i 

*ad ; “ys fo-* t.r.v r; 

• *• • ''u .... - '.new uh : i 5 50> 

21 

t;ic fr,»r t 

• I d - .1 : *C .. ; **, j ? ,., *, a • 

22 

This is a civil sui 

t. I'o you know rrr answer to it? 

... i; 

m^. res?. 

"ERG: J ... n't 

‘•n 

I y ’-ell e is? 

• • •» 1 ' * . ! t/ 1 ’ " *• j - ( *• • - 


•'n 1 '*•'-> * v -> 




- • ^ t • -* ,* . -. -* 1 t 

* ‘ • H M v 






till 


Li '3 cost .vid if it is 22 . 


defendant. I could be siis taken. 


*• . ** V • .* > J * i W >d W •* W 


Tlid COURT: So many of these cases wiiere nobody 
orders the record. It does not cone up. I take it what 
you do if somebody orders the record that I pay for it. 
Therefore, if you ordered the record I think that as far 
as the reporter is concerned lie's looking for payment. 

It saens to r.? in c-'r.r.ectior. with this case 


10 i ;;h - t probably should be dons i think is pay the dd30. I 

! don't think you can expect the Government to do this. 

11 i 

j 2 MR. HALPEF3J: I have already authorized the 

I check. I feel that I would not be doing justice to 

14 Ancorp if I didn't have a record to go through and pin- 

j- point the points that I would like your Honor to consider. 

15 ! THE COURT: You are right. That's nuch better 

t 

yj for the judge if he h-as a record and he has the findings 

18 checked to the record and he con check the record. 

i 

10 ! MR. HALPERN: This is what so and so of The News 

, n ! said which suooorts our position and this is what so and 

| 

j! sc of The Times said th.a — arts our position. 


THE COURT: f: w . right. 

MR. ROSENTERG: Your Honor, the trial has actually 
net come to a clo~.*. •.••3 nh-vld rut on the record 


t 

22 I! 


23 


new before 










r:.r, is 
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MR. HALT'S HA’: I thought we r jt. d ^ubiect to 


reopening. 

\ 

rHE COURT: I said I would treat both parties 
the same way and if either side wanted to reopen I would 
consider their reasons for reopening. If I thought they 
were valid * .-a ■. . voo^an. At the pres >nt tine the trial 
is closed s?;n : • t; that condition. 1 think that's what 

I said. 


10 ii 


.did introduction f depositions. 


0 . ii 

•**•* t i 


TOf the dooosi tior..;. 


r. asking 


12 you today to briar for re the natter of dr.r.a~os 

« 

13 MR. .. 1ERG: Your Honor, that's agreeable with 

H | the Government. don't propose to call any further 

15 j witnesses beyon~ .use ve have called or introduce any 

16 j furcner evidence, May we ask for a briefing schedule 

••• 

17 i THE COURT: How long would it take to get r.e 

I 

IS j those briefs? 

i 

1R P.OSENBaRG: i think we snould have a couple 

■*> of weeks after the record i*”'v's 

il 

21 ii 'THE CCLT.T: That l as not arrived. 

It 

- ;! ROSENBERG: Hr* Quinones told ne he thought 

j 

u v:ould be -bout four weeks for the transcript which would 

IS 

il take us to :.1G -August. I .a t.; -- 

| 

r;u C • • •• ■ - ' - • • ’ - r. 4 


i • n ' r>- 


V* r* ; P 1 p r Z »’ i 


* ... t (■*. n r r> « « *# 
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r> r r r i..? 


your briefs -- ycu don’t th-s record to write the 

% 

briefs. Got r,e the briefs !>/ Septenber 1st. inside 
of five days after that if they want to answer the other’s 
brief, put in ycur briefs separately and serve it on the 
ether side. 

Give the other side five days. If they want to 
do anything about answer™ the brief. Is that reasonable? 
MR. r.-ii : .\3ERG: 7h ;.th you, your Honor. 

THE CC'JRT: I think that’s fair enough. I would 
rather get ycur ideas as to what the penalties ought to 
be and then if you want to put anything in in opposition 
to the other side, I'll give you five days to do that. 

MR. HALl'ERN: I thought if possible I night spend 

sone tine next week and if your Honor wants I could send 

• ,, / 

it in the forn of a letter without incorporating -- 

THE COURT: You are free to do anything you want. 
I*n setting outside limits. 

MR. HATPERN: That will speed up the process. 

THE COURT: Sv^ , sura. That's right. 

MR. HALPEE.N: 1'..z :r.ly thing I thought was it 

would be rather difficult for ne to present ny arguments 
without hiving the record o ninno ; . nt • -- 


THE CCUAT: 


1 • . . « 4 4 . 


~ave it intiroly up to you. 


TV - - « 
. »• »• %. 


SOUTH* N u STJ»:C'»' C^»7 hf?OH***-: *».S s.0* 
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•) •• .•: l 7 


4b 7 


. .vj : Your Honor, do you want us 


to submit in addition to the briefs, proposed findings of 
facts .and conclusions of lav/? 

HALPERN: I think we could waive that in 
this case boc'u;: we would have to have such a long list. 1 
TI T: I would like you ro do this: 

; ytu to sugjyjst tendings of fact 

I 

ao to which *• •• the specific viol..ions of the 

order petit .: :- c > the record and rake then very brief 

I 

and serve a :v>y i the other side. I thir.k that’s 

, % 

really all the*; * - on that. I think that would be quite 
a sinple thing to do. I think that would be helpful to 
ns if you did t; \ . Anything else we can do? 

MR. HALPERN:' I think we should introduce the 
various depositions. 

THE COURT: I will follow through on that. '.-.1160 
you • et them narked up I will review then. 

(Out cf the robing room.) 

(11:20 a.n. ) 

MR. HALPERN: I was just wondering whether 
we could state on the record what we are going to subnit 

in evidence and I have -y '-Mecticrs • to whet the Cuvorr.rsnt 
has done and I would like to get it on the record, ny 


r } • > * y * S' <" 


SOUTH* »n 1 • $7 tC. 7 CC .^f £ MOR r f -^5. U.S. COj* T w.}\JS t 
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pgrf 18 

THE COURT: Dees this relate to the depositions? 
\ 

MR. HALPERN: Just the depositions. 

THE COURT: Khat do you have to say? 

MR. HALPERN: I have a list that was presented 
to me of pages that Mr. Rosenberg asked that be introduced 
into evidence on the d.;osition of Roy I Newborn chose 
testimony was taken 0 / ...* plaintiff and was - 


7 , 1973. 


My objection to the introduction of this testimony 


11 is that it relates solely to the activities of Mr. Newborn 

12 as a representative or circulation representative or the 

13 Herald Tribune. 

14 ! The Herald Tribune is not in this case. It 

15 is not in the complaint. It has not teen mentioned and 

/ . \ 

16 in addition to that the Court will notice that there is 

17 no documentary evidence and Mr. Newborn's testimony r.s to 

13 what hmn'-ned was rather hazy because it is many years 

** 

19 ,! ago. V'e have no record -- I'm talking of Ancon), of there 

Ij 

20 '> having been any payments made from -- we could fird 


none. 


22 !; 
I 
!! 


THE COURT: The transaction is not before 

1 suppose tire post, this deposition ecu If relate ta 


would be knovledg? rr.d intent. 


;.R. U0SZ..J:;Ru: V.'o iatrouuao:; 


SOUTHERN OISTHiC T COUNT NfWNT'lS, V! I. r NTH'?'.: ! 
roi.cv SOuARf. MU» YORK. M Y ZZ t -i-J 
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siiicn dor fc$'.ra& 


FirJfc b ' Ci:i::;o i - c *°-3 c??sar on the state of mind 
of the corporate officials of Ancorp specifically Mr. 


Garrinkel at a tinue than che FTC order was 


m erfect. 


Second, because it appears cn the amount of 
compensation received by the Union Mews Company in violation 
of this or'-or. 


.c ij /"i e ..ij si ah3 order j; rsacr.itude 


c-r men 


10 ’! 
I; 


profiting u.Jur this or-dtr. 




that v/e put in the "retrial order in March of 


:his year tr.e 


12 I 1 r * 3Ct v ~ v,3ra gsir.a ts intreduce evidence with ressect 

1 . 

13 cO ene activities or c-rc.in c-efunct papers specifically 

14 mentioning the Herald Tribune. 

1.5 me dorendant has ca j.t cn nocico for four months 


that this was our proposed proof at trial. There ha 
no objection until this'very day. 


s seen 


THU COURT: I'll consider tho 


se cointo 


19 ! 


MR. H’.LPZici: Your Honor will be rti-: 


:o see 


th:.the weight sf the «vi I. nce fr :.*o is ccieiv th-t 
ct • die- Turded. 


„ to re a- 


Irr* - * ~ J -' — - - - - * • - 

-* * - - * •*- - • • ■--- 


^ - — *«»wn\ ? X 1. .1 n«\ r'j . c ,r ** 3 I ccc*Cw v, r.r" whi? ** t ~ - *, 6 
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490 


The number of pages that I have omitted and he ha3 omitteo 

> 

are so small we might just as well put the whole thing 
in. It would b easier for your Honor. 

THE COURTi I would rather save myself reading 
long-winded depositions. I like to read the partes that peocde 


want me to read. Obviously if you mark all the e w es ir. 


or gr'ien pencil I have to read it anyway. I am 


inclined to agree with that. I'm trying no spare myself. 


tin . 

iIR. xi.ru. • 


I know. Eut the pages tk *i he asked ! 


11 to be omitted are pages that I want to go in with the 

12 I exception of two or three ;o it doesn't really matter. 


you sea, from my standpoint. 

THE COURT* If that's the case — 

MR. HALPERNt I an talking abort all of the 

.• •• * 

omissions, they are so small,there are tec or 15 pages 
omitted, less than that. 


as we 


THE COURT: If that's the case “ suppose you night 
all nark those oages ar.d let me know chat I have to 


read the *whois deposition. I will read ir. That' the 

i 

, i 

only answer. What I do in these cases ant do it succossrullyj 


in admiralty actions particularly where they have tease 
long—..in a ad depositions taken in Tinsuktu. I us.:..... • si 


when the 1-v.werc e: k throuch '..*ich *’ t 


- V-, «. _ _ 


uacos c- 


uc of 150 cage deposition. Thai 
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1 

2 

ii 

I! 

Th-t whas 1 I was hopir.j far. 



o 

!i. 

MR. JIALPER2.’: Actually — nay I speak 

off 

sr.v v 

0 

i 



»iV v ‘ 


|| 

record? 



4 

»} 




r. 

u 

il 

h 

ii 

(Discussion off the record.) 



6 

nvTr i. n..: _i _ . , , . , 

-- .. A _;.aj. co.:c..uc3d, caersron 

rese; 


(AJ.’7 ... 11:30 a.n.) 


11 !' 

12 ! i 


13 j 

14 

» |l 

16 ! 

17 II 


• *' 

k : ... . 

*£•. y, t • * 

> »v* ^ • 

1 J '* 


.i iTh l'»* '•* 


•it u.: jsi 
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